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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
description: element 13 of Fig. 1 . Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 
1.121(d), or amendment to the specification to add the reference character(s) in the 
description in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(b) are required in reply to the Office action 
to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet 
should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing 
date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" 
or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the 
examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in 
the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1, 10, 13 and 20 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
In regard to claim 1, the recitation "parallel with it and in" (line 4) is presumed to 
be ~ parallel with the coolant condenser tubes 

In regard to claim 10, the recitation "parallel with it and in" (line 4) is presumed 
to be - parallel with the coolant condenser tubes --. The recitation "such as in 
particular an injection" (line 9) is presumed to be - an injection -. 
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In regard to claim 13, the recitation "it being possible to insert" (lines 3-4) is 
presumed to be - to insert ~ 

In regard to claim 20, the recitation "it being possible to insert" (line 3) is 
presumed to be - to insert 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-5, 8-17 and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Mittelstrass (US Patent No. 5,992,174). 

In regard to claim 1, Mittelstrass teaches a coolant condenser (1) (col 3 lines 
14-16) having a network of tubes (20) and ribs (20) (col 3 lines 14-16 and see 
Fig. 2, additionally the tubes and ribs are connected and both referred to by 
reference number 20 although they can be seen as distinct elements in Fig. 2), 
collecting tubes (1) arranged on both sides of the network (4) and having a 
collector (collector profile 1 ) which is connected to one of the collecting tubes 
(20) by means of at least one inflow (21) opening (col 3 lines 17-19) and at least 
one outflow (22) opening (col 3 lines 17-19) and is arranged in parallel with the 
coolant condenser tubes (20) (see Fig. 2). 
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Mittelstrass also teaches an insert (6) which is connected to a closure stopper (5) 
(col 3 lines 25-26) and has a filter (7) means is arranged (col 3 lines 32-35 and 
see Fig. 2), the insert (3) having a circumferential sealing means (col 3 lines 48- 
49) which is arranged between the inflow opening (21) and the outflow opening 
(22) (see Fig. 2), and the closure stopper (5) being arranged in the region of the 
outflow opening (22). It is presumed that "in the region of means that the closure 
stopper (5) is in the same coolant condenser system. 

Mittelstrass also teaches that the filter means (7) is embodied as a separate 
insert (col 3 lines 38-39) and as a functional unit and is arranged in the region of 
the outflow opening (see Fig. 2). 

In regard to claim 2, Mittelstrass teaches the coolant condenser (1) 
characterized in that the insert (6) is of pot-shaped design and has a bottom, a 
wall and an edge (see Fig. 2, Fig. 3 , Fig. 4 and col 3 lines 36-40). Mittelstrass 
also teaches the wall having window-like breakthroughs which are covered by 
filter sieves and the sealing means which is embodied as a circumferential 
sealing lip being arranged at the edge (col 3 lines 36-40). 
In regard to claim 3, Mittelstrass teaches a coolant condenser (1) characterized 
in that the insert (6) is connected to the closure stopper (5) in a detachable 
fashion by means of a clip connection (col 3 lines 66-67 and col 4 lines 1-5). 
In regard to claim 4, Mittelstrass teaches the coolant condenser (1) 
characterized in that the insert (6) is embodied in one piece with the enclosure 
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stopper (5). It is interpreted that "embodied" means incorporated. Therefore the 
insert (6) and enclosure stopper (5) are both incorporated into the same coolant 
condenser system as one unit. 

In regard to claim 5, Mittelstrass teaches the coolant condenser characterized 
in that the insert and the closure stopper are manufactured as an injection 
molded part. However, where a product by process claim is rejected over a prior 
art product that appears to be identical, although produced by a different 
process, the burden is upon the applicants to come forward with evidence 
establishing an unobvious difference between the two. See In re Marosi, 218 
USPQ 289 (Fed. Cir. 1983). 

In regard to claim 8, Mittelstrass teaches the coolant condenser (1) 
characterized in that the outer surface of the pot-shaped wall form with the inner 
wall of the collector in the region of the outflow opening (22) an annular chamber 
(col 3 lines 48-50) and the inner surface of the pot-shaped wall and of the closure 
part (5) form a free cavity (see Fig. 2). 

In regard to claim 9, Mittelstrass teaches the coolant condenser (1) 
characterized in that desiccant in the form of small bags of granulate is 
positioned above the insert (col 3 lines 44-46 where a granular dryer filling is 
provided as a desiccant). It is inherent that "a filling" (col 3 lines 45) must be 
placed in some sort of bag because if the filling were floating around without 
being placed into a bag storage unit it would float aimless in the coolant 
condenser and get stuck in the filter causing problems for the entire system. 
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In regard to claim 10, Mittelstrass teaches a coolant condenser (1 ) (col 3 lines 
14-16) having a network of tubes (20) and ribs (20) (col 3 lines 14-16 and see 
Fig. 2, additionally the tubes and ribs are connected and both referred to by 
reference number 20 although they can be seen as distinct elements in Fig. 2), 
collecting tubes (1) arranged on both sides of the network (4) and having a 
collector (collector profile 1 ) which is connected to one of the collecting tubes 
(20) by means of at least one inflow (21) opening (col 3 lines 17-19) and at least 
one outflow (22) opening (col 3 lines 17-19) and is arranged in parallel with the 
coolant condenser tubes (20) (see Fig. 2). 

Mittelstrass also teaches that an insert (6) which is connected to a closure 
stopper (5) has a drying and filter means is arranged (col 3 lines 32-35), the 
insert (6) having a circumferential sealing means (col 3 lines 36-37) which is 
arranged between the inflow opening (21) and the outflow opening (22) (see Fig. 
2), and the closure stopper (5) being arranged in the region of the outflow 
opening (22) (see Fig. 2). It is presumed that "in the region of means that the 
closure stopper (5) is in the same coolant condenser system. 

Mittelstrass also teaches that the closure stopper (5) is characterized in that it 
(the closure stopper 5) is embodied as a single-piece (see Fig. 2) injection 
molded component, which is composed of the closure stopper (5) and a cage-like 
sleeve (col 3 lines 32-34). 
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However, where a product by process claim is rejected over a prior art product 
that appears to be identical, although produced by a different process, the 
burden is upon the applicants to come forward with evidence establishing an 
unobvious difference between the two. See In re Marosi, 218 USPQ 289 (Fed. 
Cir. 1983). 

In regard to claim 1 1 , Mittelstrass teaches the coolant condenser (1 ) 
characterized in that the sleeve has window-like breakthroughs, which are 
covered by filter sieves (7) (col 3 lines 36-39). 

In regard to claim 12, Mittelstrass teaches coolant condenser (1) characterized 
in that the closure stopper (5) has circumferential annular grooves for receiving O 
rings (col 3 lines 29-31). 

In regard to claim 13, Mittelstrass teaches an insert part (6) for a collector of a 
condenser (1) of an air-conditioning system for motor vehicles (col 3 lines 14-16 
and lines 31-35), composed of a closure stopper (5) and a filter part (7) which is 
connected to the closure stopper (5) and has a circumferential sealing means 
(col 3 lines 29-31 and lines 36-39 and see Fig. 2). 

Mittelstrass also teaches that it is possible to insert the insert part (6) from an end 
side of the collector (1) (col 3 lines 32-34), characterized in that the filter part (7) 
is embodied as a separate insert and functional unit (col 3 lines 36-39). 
In regard to claim 14, see the above rejection for claim 2. 
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In regard to claim 15, see the above rejection for claim 3. 
In regard to claim 16, see the above rejection for claim 4. 
In regard to claim 17, see the above rejection for claim 5. 
In regard to claim 20, Mittelstrass teaches an insert part (6) for a collector of a 
condenser (1) of an air-conditioning system for motor vehicles (col 3 lines 14-16 
and lines 31-35), composed of a closure stopper (5) and having a dryer/filter 
cartridge (7) which is connected to the closure stopper (5) (col 3 lines 29-31 and 
lines 36-39 and see Fig. 2). 

Mittelstrass also teaches that it is possible to insert the insert part (6) from an end 
side of the collector (1 ) (col 3 lines 32-34), characterized in that the insert part (6) 
is embodied as a single-piece part which is composed of the closure stopper (5) 
and a cage-like device (col 3 lines 32-34). 

Mittelstrass doesn't explicitly teach that the insert is injection molded, however, 
where a product by process claim is rejected over a prior art product that appears 
to be identical, although produced by a different process, the burden is upon the 
applicants to come forward with evidence establishing an unobvious difference 
between the two. See In re Marosi, 218 USPQ 289 (Fed. Cir. 1983). 
In regard to claim 21, see the above rejection for claim 1 1 . 
In regard to claim 22, see the above rejection for claim 12. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the Invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 6-7, 18-19 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mittelstrass (US Patent No. 5,992,174) in view of Stampfl et. al. US 
Patent No. (6,242,163 B1). 

In regard to claim 6, Mittelstrass teaches the coolant condenser but doesn't 
explicitly teach that the injection molded part in manufactured from plastic. A 
recitation with respect to the material intended to be worked upon by a claimed 
apparatus does not impose any structural limitations upon the claimed apparatus 
that differentiates it from a prior art apparatus satisfying the structural limitations 
of the claims, as is the case here. 

Stampfl et. al. teach that an injection mold is used to make plastic parts (col 7 
lines 8-10). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the coolant condenser insert and stopper as taught by Mittelstrass are 
made from injection molded plastic parts as taught by Stampfl et. al. because 
using an injection mold one can have an ideal fit for the size and shape of the 
coolant condenser without loosing refrigerant and compromising the efficiency of 
the system. 
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In regard to claim 7, Mittelstrass teaches the coolant condenser characterized 
in that the injection molded part is manufactured from an aluminum alloy. A 
recitation with respect to the material intended to be worked upon by a claimed 
apparatus does not impose any structural limitations upon the claimed apparatus 
that differentiates it from a prior art apparatus satisfying the structural limitations 
of the claims, as is the case here. 

Stampfl et al. teach that an injection mold is used to make metal parts (col 7 
lines 8-10) wherein an aluminum alloy is metal based. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the coolant condenser insert 
and stopper as taught by Mittelstrass are made from injection molded metal parts 
as taught by Stampfl et. al. because using an injection mold one can have an 
ideal fit for the size and shape of the coolant condenser without loosing 
refrigerant and compromising the efficiency of the system. 
In regard to claim 18, see the above rejection for claim 6. 
In regard to claim 19, see the above rejection for claim 7. 
In regard to claim 23, see the above rejection for claim 6. 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Emily I. Nalven whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3045. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 8 AM - 5:30 PM 
and on alternate Fridays 8 AM - 4:30 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisors Cheryl J. Tyler can be reached on 571-272-4834 and Frantz Jules can be 
reached on 571-272-6681 . The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Emily Iris Nalven supprvic^wF jules 

Art Unit 3744 SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
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